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PREFACE

HOWARD ZINN:
A PUBLIC INTELLECTUAL WHO MATTERED

HENRY A. GIROUX

In 1977 | took my first job in higher educationBaston University. One
reason | went there was because Howard Zinn wahiteathere at the
time. As a high school teacher, Howard’s book, th#n: the Logic of
Withdrawal,” published in 1968, had a profound effen me. Not only
was it infused with a passion and sense of commmitrtieat | admired as a
high school teacher and tried to internalize a$ pamy own pedagogy,
but it captured something about the passion, sehssmmitment and
respect for solidarity that came out of Howard'skivy-class background.
It offered me a language, history and politics thikdwed me to engage
critically and articulate my opposition to the wthat was raging at the
time.

| grew up in Providence, Rhode Island, and rarebt or read any
working-class intellectuals. After reading Jame#dRn, hearing William
Kunstler and Stanley Aronowitz give talks, | caughglimpse of what it
meant to occupy such a fragile, contradictory aftédnoscorned location.
But reading Howard gave me the theoretical toolsinderstand more
clearly how the mix of biography, cultural capitaid class location could
be finely honed into a viable and laudable politics

Later, as | got to know Howard personally, | wéneato fill in the
details about his working-class background and Iigellectual
development. We had grown up in similar neighbodsp@hared a similar
cultural capital and we both probably learned nmfooen the streets than
we had ever learned in formal schooling. There wasething about
Howard’s fearlessness, his courage, his willingnessisk not just his
academic position, but also his life, that marked bs special, untainted
by the often corrupting privileges of class eniitent.

Before | arrived in Boston to begin teaching ats®a University,
Howard was a mythic figure for me and | was anxitmuseet him in real
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life. How | first encountered him was perfectly tedi to the myth. While
walking to my first class, as | was nearing thevarsity, filled with the
trepidation of teaching a classroom of studentgught my first glimpse
of Howard. He was standing on a box with a bullhornfront of the
Martin Luther King memorial giving a talk callingorf opposition to
Silber's attempt to undermine any democratic oggssive function of
the university. The image so perfectly matched mw ainderstanding of
Howard that | remember thinking to myself, this Hasbe the perfect
introduction to such a heroic figure.

Soon afterwards, | wrote him a note and ratheeisély asked if we
could meet. He got back to me in a day; we went toulunch soon
afterwards, and a friendship developed that lasteu thirty years. While
teaching at Boston University, | often accompartedvard when he went
to high schools to talk about his published workhiz plays. | sat in on
many of his lectures and even taught one of hidugte courses. He loved
talking to students and they were equally attra¢tetlim. His pedagogy
was dynamic, directive, focused, laced with humod always open to
dialog and interpretation. He was a magnificenthea, who shredded all
notions of the classroom as a place that was astarasting as it was
often irrelevant to larger social concerns. He drbis students not just to
learn from history, but to use it as a resourceharpen their intellectual
prowess and hone their civic responsibilities.

Howard refused to separate what he taught in theetsity classroom, or
any forum for that matter, from the most importanbblems and issues
facing the larger society. But he never demandat students follow his
own actions; he simply provided a model of what anbination of
knowledge, teaching and social commitment meantatr@eto Howard's
pedagogy was the belief that teaching students howcritically
understand a text or any other form of knowledgs wat enough. They
also had to engage such knowledge as part of albrasgagement with
matters of civic agency and social responsibilitgw they did that was up
to them, but, most importantly, they had to linkawthey learned to a self-
reflective understanding of their own responsipitis engaged individuals
and social actors.

He offered students a range of options. He wastgétested in molding
students in the manner of Pygmalion, but in givihgm the widest
possible set of choices and knowledge necessarthémn to view what
they learned as an act of freedom and empowerri¢ietre is a certain
poetry in his pedagogical style and scholarship iansl captured in his
belief that one can take a position without stagdtill. He captured this
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sentiment well in a comment he made in his autobioigy, You Can't Be
Neutral on a Moving TrainHe wrote:

From the start, my teaching was infused with my digtory. | would try
to be fair to other points of view, but | wanted nmdhan “objectivity;” |
wanted students to leave my classes not just bettermed, but more
prepared to relinquish the safety of silence, npepared to speak up, to
act against injustice wherever they saw it. Thissaurse, was a recipe for
trouble (183).

In fact, Howard was under constant attack by Jaltyes then president
of Boston University, because of his scholarshi daeaching. One
expression of that attack took the form of freezihgward’'s salary for
years.

Howard loved watching independent and Hollywodohdi and he and
| and Roz [Howard's wife] saw many films togethehil® | was in
Boston. | remember how we quarreled olzast Tango in Parisl loved
the film, but he disagreed. But Howard disagreedaimway that was
persuasive and instructive. He listened, stoodghigind, and, if he was
wrong, often said something like, “O.K., you got paint,” always
accompanied by that broad and wonderful smile.

What was so moving and unmistakable about Howassb \mis
humility, his willingness to listen, his refusal afl orthodoxies and his
sense of respect for others. | remember once whevels leading a faculty
strike at Boston University in the late 1970s anddntioned to him that
too few people had shown up. He looked at me arderitavery clear that
what should be acknowledged is that some peopleshiiadv up and that
was a beginning. He rightly put me in my place tay—a lesson | never
forgot.

Howard was no soppy optimist, but someone whaebed that human
beings, in the face of injustice and with the neaeg knowledge, were
willing to resist, organize and collectively striggHoward led the
committee organized to fight my firing by Silber.eWbst that battle, but
Howard was a source of deep comfort and friendfdripne during a time
when | had given up hope. | later learned thatesjlthe notorious right-
wing enemy of Howard and anyone else on the left, ihncluded me on a
top-ten list of blacklisted academics at Bostonudrsity. Hearing that |
shared that list with Howard was a proud momentnf@. But Howard
occupied a special place in Silber’s list of eneanignd he once falsely
accused Howard of arson, a charge he was lateeddrr retract once the
charge was leaked to the press.
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Howard was one of the few intellectuals | have méto took
education seriously. He embraced it as both negedsa creating an
informed citizenry and because he rightly felt @sacrucial to the very
nature of politics and human dignity. He was a d¢eepmmitted scholar
and intellectual for whom the line between politassd life, teaching and
civic commitment collapsed into each other.

Howard never allowed himself to be seduced eitherthreats, the
seductions of fame or the need to tone down higipogor the standard
bearers of the new illiteracy that now populatesrainstream media. As
an intellectual for the public, he was a model igihnity, engagement and
civic commitment. He believed that addressing huméfering and social
issues mattered, and he never flinched from thafbelis commitment to
justice and the voices of those expunged from tifieia narratives of
power are evident in such works as his monumenthlbest-known book,
A People’s History of the United Statésit it was also evident in many of
his other works, talks, interviews and the wide pgcoof public
interventions that marked his long and productifee Howard provided a
model of what it meant to be an engaged scholamp whas deeply
committed to sustaining public values and a ciific in ways that linked
theory, history and politics to the everyday needsl language that
informed everyday life. He never hid behind a fiedivwof jargon, refused
to substitute irony for civic courage and disdairied assumption that
working-class and oppressed people were incapalflegaverning
themselves.

Unlike so many public relations intellectuals tgdanever heard him
interview himself while talking to others. Everytlgi he talked about often
pointed to larger social issues, and all the wHile,completely rejected
any vestige of political and moral purity. His lagkrigidity coupled with
his warmness and humor often threw people off, @ajpe those on the
left and right who seem to pride themselves onrtbhéien zombie-like
stoicism. But, then again, Howard was not a chflgrivilege. He had a
working-class sensibility, though hardly romantédz and sympathy for
the less privileged in society along with those séeoices had been kept
out of the official narratives as well as a deefdyt commitment to
solidarity, justice, dialogue and hope. And it vpascisely this great sense
of dignity and generosity in his politics and liteat often moved people
who shared his company privately or publicly. A felays before his
death, he sent me an email commenting on somethiragl written for
Truthoutabout zombie politics. (It astonishes me that wils have been
the last correspondence. Even at my age, the emgeoent and support
of this man, this towering figure in my life, meaich a great deal.) His
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response captures something so enduring and mabiogt his spirit. He
wrote:

“Henry, we are in a situation where mild rebukegrevcritiques we

consider “radical” are not sufficient. (Fredericlolylass’ speech on the
Fourth of July in 1852, thunderously angry, comésse& to what is

needed). Raising the temperature of our languageindignation, is what

you are doing and what is needed. | recall thatr&aclose to death, was
asked: “What do you regret?” He answered: “I wasadical enough”

(personal letter).

| suspect that Howard would have said the same thioout himself. And
maybe no one can ever be radical enough, but Hoeark close to that
ideal in his work, life and politics. Howard's deas especially poignant
for me because | think the formative culture theddoiced intellectuals
like him is gone. He leaves an enormous gap in lives of many
thousands of people who knew him and were toucletidreality of the
embodied and deeply felt politics he offered todadlus. | will miss him,
his emails, his work, his smile and his endearirggpence. Of course, he
would frown on such a sentiment, and with a smibaild more than likely
say, “do more than mourn, organize.” Of coursewoalld be right, but
maybe we can do both.
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INTRODUCTION

QUESTIONS OFRESPONSEABILITY
THE ROLE OFPUBLIC INTELLECTUALS
IN THE INFORMATION AGE

SILVIA NAGY-ZEKMI AND KARYN HOLLIS

The notion that public intellectuals in the U.Se an decline has again
become fashionable with their portrayal as trappeitiveen Academe and
the “real” world. The questions to be addressedtdosv can the voices of
scholars and erudite thinkers penetrate the gloddlicorporate media and
how does media receive and represent the contibuti intellectuals to
the academic and public spheres. We pose thes¢iansesll the while
recognizing the “the nonidentity of intellectuasagroup” (Bové).

The collection of eleven articles presents newokakhip on the role
of the intellectual in a society, and specificalty Academe, from many
different perspectives. Indeed, intellectuals ha@en negotiating access to
public discourse for centuries, but never havertbpinions been more
crucial to the public good. The inspiration forsthiolume comes from
Edward Said's notion of intellectuals whose role-eading to the
critic—is to “uncover and elucidate the contest,ctallenge and defeat
both an imposed silence and the normalized quieurtfeen power,
wherever and whenever possible.” The main functibthe intellectual is
to “speak truth to power” (hence the title of theok) and to be “a withess
to persecution and suffering . . . supplying adigiag voice in conflicts
with authority” (Said, “The Public Role..."”). The fathat these voices are
often drowned out in the media fray or absent aitbgr cries out for
public deliberation. We start by examining some to¢ factors that
influenced public discourse in the last few decaclesnging themodus
operandiof intellectual discourse, but not its Saidiandiion.
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Speed

New technological media challenge the traditiorgdammacentric
concept of intellectual activity (i.e. the supeitiprof written language as
opposed to spoken language), as scholars are otedravith a broad
diversity of cultural expressions that cannot simpé reduced to words
(written or spoken). “Computer technology is cregtia new kind of
public, a cyberculture with all its utopian and eplyptic possibilities”
(Tofts 4). Current cultural theories have addresseshy aspects of the
electronic age: Hyper-reality (Baudrillard), the nan/inhuman, the
cyborg (Haraway), and others. Virilio advanced Haraative theory that
views acceleratioas the defining feature of the “information agetidhe
key to the organizational and transformational mogses of
postmodernity. Paul Virilio, who coined the terndrémology™ suggests
that our era—with fiber-optic and satellite netwsrkcruise missiles and
drones—is approaching the limits of acceleratiomd & pushed to the
edge of the ‘integral accident,’ the unavoidabléastophe that is a
“diagnostic of technology” (Der Derian 20), the ukf an “instrumental
culture” in which only positive aspects of techrptoare emphasized
while the negatives are censored (Adams). Wheteaseind of History”
advanced by Fukuyama (and by Hegel and Marx befarg was not
based on entirely convincing arguments—due tovtdutionary angle—
Virilio’s idea about the “end of Geography” seemsaam more evidenced
in the global(ized) world where distance is conediof differently in this
“information age”. Although the immediacy of comnitation gives the
impression of closeness, experiences are transimijeimages, rather
than sensory means. The objective element of speeédfficiency in the
exchange and transition of information results frilv® new technologies;
however, the subjective element of time and spaeeemates the
experience of a dramatically decreased time andtespgaesupposing
changes in the parameters of human perceptionadthetincreased speed
of electronic media, internet, etc. that provide ttwin phenomena of
immediacy and of instantaneity” (Virilio, “Speed..."Yirilio also sees the
“invasion of technology” into our bodies through mniaiturization:
Miniaturization is a dwarfing effect that concetnsth the medium and its
object. Thus, the new transportation technologiagsessonic planes,
high-speed trains—reduce and miniaturize the digtsrof the territorial
body, in other words, the environment. (55).

! Fromdromos(from the Greek word, to race) meaning, the lagispeed.
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An example which illustrates both the “miniatutina” of the world
and the instantaneous exchange of information Isvigion, more
specifically, news reporting. Because the scresmstnits a representation,
just like any form of discourse that separatesrosfreal-time events,
reactions are provoked not by the events themselwaisby conveyed
images. Because speed destroys the diachronic (ofi®odernity) and
transmits information in a manner contrary to seasoexpectations,
experiences of this kind of hyper-reality seem @& unreal at the same
time. The televised emissions of the falling builgh of the World Trade
Center were transmitted as silent imagery while Hwmind of the
destruction was heard only after the buildings amdady collapsed. The
public’'s perception of the World trade Center disasmanifests the
characteristics of “time and space compression”tand provides a prime
example for the “integral accident” that signals true end of Modernity
for Virilio, as opposed to Gianni Vattimo’'s philggny of “pensiero
debolé (weak thought) as the advent of the Postmodeasi er

All “integral accidents”, such as 9/11, the ecommmeltdown of
2008—whose full consequences are not yet assesswtl-Harricane
Katrina have been followed by swift political ancbaomic actions, such
as the privatization of the New Orleans public 89 bringing to mind
Naomi Klein's Shock Doctrinelmmediate action is key in these cases to
create the impression that authorities have resgabrakcisively to the
situation, something has been done, and actions been taken, in ways
even more important than the event that promptedhtim the first place.
This is why actions that, in fact, do not respoodhte initial problem but
serve certain interests may be enacted withoutpaic resistance, not
even by those whose interests are at stake. Psasttdr, a reorganization
of cultural memory takes place whereby public disse is hijacked by

2 “weak thought” for Vattimo is based on the asstampthat “thinking” is not
able to know the “being.” Consequently societalueal are produced in specific
historical circumstances and may not be universdliither in space (geography)
or in time. In terms of Post/Modernity, “weak thdifghas a positive connotation
for the present by distancing itself from the ratibfoundations of modernism
rooted in the Enlightenment.” (Zabala passim). Tidesa provides the foundation
for the parallel existence of Modernity and Posterody.

% Milton Friedman observed: “Most of New Orleansaals are in ruins, as are the
homes of the children who attended them. The ahildire now scattered all over
the country. This is a tragedy. It is also an opputy to radically reform the
educational system.” “The Promise...” Thus, a greatipn of the money destined
for rebuilding went to provide families with vougleto send their children to
private institutions subsidized by the state. THésame a “permanent reform,” i.e.
the privatization of the public schools. (cf. Kléh
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groups whose interests are intimately tied to tHeamacement of the
governmental or “official” version. One such exampd the 9/11 Public
Discourse Project, http://www.9-11pdp.org/aboutfeir.htm, a “nationwide
educational campaign for the purpose of making Acaesafer and more
secure”. This site, supported by a number of fotinda and corporations
such as The America Prepared Campaign, Inc. and Camegie

Corporation of New York, in fact, was legitimizimgcist and discriminatory
practices in the name of “national security”.

The control over intellectual discour se

These examples of “integral accidents” illustratey it is crucial that
intellectual discourse not be controlled by eitleeonomic or political
interests and that it be allowed to flow with (tale) freedom fueled by
the excitement of inquiry and the desire to findwers and explanations
free of self interest, though not subjectivity. it one of the tasks of
intellectuals to disentangle the complex web ofeiirglations in the
representation of the “hypermodeti¥irilio), an economic, political and
cultural realm.  On one hand, changes in the tression of discourse
from the handwritten page to the blogosphere havébd taken into
account. As the medium changes, so does discolrggiments have
become shorter and more concise, which does neseadly mean more
precise. Because of the competing spaces in whithicpdiscourse is
displayed and accessed, (internet journals, thgolsjshere, and the like),
its style has become simpler and more direct, dy$py an unapologetic
subjectivity. Another reason why intellectuals magt have made more
impact on the public has to do with the complexifytheir prose and the
jargon so prevalent in traditional scholarly diss®u The narcissistic self-
referentiality, the replacement of the object aichhy the authorial subject
has created a gap between the authors and the: plbli were supposed
to reach and inspire.

The changing nature of intellectual discourse astlp due to the
abundance of media (beyond the traditional joustialimedia), and the
horizontal scope of its availability which has emgad so much that
information gathering is done by individuals at erer increasing speed
(while surfing the internet, for example); the meathof choice is often to
skim through the material in hypertextual orderthwthe attention
captured by the tree-like structures of links. Loagicles offering an
overarching synthesis within a diachronic chainpofceedings infused

4«Or the cultural logic of contemporary militarisnfArmitage:Hypermodern..)
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with “objectivity” are being replaced by Wikipedi@which—despite
efforts at ‘neutrality’, contains entries displagiavidence of a subjectivist
perspective), and openly subjective blogs offedpgion pieces that are
short and spattered with hyperlinks. The accelenadf accesgboth for
consumers and authors) from the printed page tinteenet, Kindle, and
iPad, and from reading to viewingl/listening is alBosymptom of the
change in the nature of the production and dissatioim of knowledge,
therefore, the function of public intellectuals society and, more
specifically, in Academe must also (have) changaéd consequence.

Among the contributors to this volume, several havitten about the
changing nature of discourse and what constitutg®per response to it.
According to Karlis Racevskis, it is a mistake teng the current
complexity and interconnectedness of global evémtefforts to reach
audiences beyond academia. Racevskis calls fod¢helopment of new
symbolic systems to map the physiology of truthchhwill lead to a new
kind of critical understanding. He believes theas been a convergence of
disciplines uniting the sciences and the humanifieglay’s hyperlinked
discourse seems to point out the interdisciplinampnections that have
lead to this convergence.

As Academe, especially in the U.S., is run notikenthe corporate
world, private universities are seeking more andremprofit (at the
expense of their ‘workers’, the faculty), and pabiistitutions are hostage
to dwindling state support and the privatizatiofoe$ by their Board of
Regents. States are giving less and less funditigeio public universities
(New York State, 19%), yet mandate explicit fin@h@bligation of their
administration. The scandal that recently eruptethé California system
was caused by an attempt to seriously underminécphigher education
by starving it of funding (20% new budget cuts, abthe previous cuts).
Furloughs adopted by many state institutions dfier2008 market crash
have demoralized faculty, especially because thaldmuhas not been
shared equally by the faculty and the administrati®ophia McClennen'’s
article in this volume continues this line of reaisy and shows how
neoliberalism in the university keeps academicmfapproaching critical
ideological terrain, material workplace issues adgressive political
causes.

Theintellectual in/out of Academe

Statistics show (cf. Posner) that many public lat#lals are academics,
and thus experience the existential problems ofl@mécs—particularly
those in the Humanities—which arise as universimimistrators emulate
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the corporate model to run their institutions. Afedght years of G.W.
Bush’s intolerant political climate and the contimy ideological
uncertainty of the Obama administration, this ecoisaconcern is timelier
than ever. In spite of the economic hardships, extéck at lease have
certain job security, due to the tenure systemt af they get tenure.
One of the politically motivatédunsuccessful tenure cases was that of
Norman Finkelstein, a political scientist who wanigd tenure at DePaul
University in 2008.

As we have indicated, it is also of utmost impoc&to examine the
relationship between non-academic public intellalsu and the
corporatized media. The key issue, of coursehésfunction of power
with its ability to oppress, silence and censoffrdg R. Di Leo describes
the reconfiguration of academic identity to that'@drporate intellectual,”
which recognizes that corporate and academic vedwesnow meshed.
Instead of denying this situation,—he suggests thate can gain from
considering the mass “market value” of our ideas, in the sense of
academic dishonesty, but in focusing on rhetoricahsiderations of
audience, and purpose, to gain a wider followingln a similar vein,
John G. Nichols, recalls a time in our history whatellectuals could
become amateurs and enter the mass marketplacefect g@ublic
discourse. Fortifying his idea with Said’s notioihtlee amateur, he points
to the end of the 2Dcentury, when intellectuals wrote books keyechw® t
American tradition of self-help and advice textssponding to public
needs, e.g. l.A. Richard#jow to Read a Pagand others. This approach
leads us to consider all those who write and haveawadience on the
internet as non-academic amateurs. Such amatBonizdemocratizes
knowledge production and acts against corporatimatof culture
presenting “a way for outsiders to become insideic insiders to become
outsiders” (128).

Richard Posner, “America’s most prolific celebrityrist and legal
theorist” (Alterman), confines his notion of publittellectuals mainly to
academics, arguing that not all intellectuals arademics, but “most of

5 Finkelstein said he clearly “met the publishingnstards and the teaching
standards required for tenure” and that DePaul'sisdmn was based on
“transparently political grounds” and an “egregioumlation” of academic

freedom. This argument is supported by the presidebePaul University, Father
Holtschneider's upholding the University Board omomotion and Tenure's

decision to deny tenure to Finkelstein, in spitetloé fact that he considers
Finkelstein “an excellent teacher and a nationadlyognized public intellectual,”
for the sole reason that Finkelstein does not “nahe obligation” to “respect and
defend the free inquiry of associates.” (Cohw York Timgs
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them are” (5). He holds the academic system ofreerfat least partly)
responsible for what he perceives as the declinpublic intellectuals.
“Tenure contracts make the intellectual’s carede,seomfortable, one
which can breed aloofness and complacency” (4)s Tharacterization of
the declining intellectual is quite pervasive inettpublic sphere,
particularly the representation of academics asllettually feeble and
disconnected from the ‘real world’. However, evessifer recognizes the
growing trend of academics in the public intelledtarena. According to a
statistic table in his book (207), academics cosepr2/3' of who he
considers public intellectuals and the trend isagng.°

If we consider Edward Said’s prescription of whagtublic intellectual
must do, namely: to “speak truth to power,”— an distjc fantasy”,
according to Posner (cf. Alterman)—or more speaific to “publicly
raise embarrassing questions, to confront ortho@mx/dogma (and not to
produce them), to be someone who cannot be easippted by
governments or corporations” (SaiRkepresentatio23), it should come as
no surprise that conservative intellectuals, sush Posner, wish to
downplay the importance of contributions by acadsmio public
discourse. The challenge to existing hierarchiesphbplic intellectuals
through new ways of disseminating information haerb increasingly
influential in the political process. Prime exangpére the 2008 election of
Obama and the rising voices regarding the climbhtnge crisis. What are
these new ways and how are they different from iptesy manners of
dissemination? There are three aspects that we idastify as agents of
difference:
1. The internet, particularly the blogosphere tisabwned and restricted
by no-one (at least so far in the U.S.).
2. The speed with which information is transmitted.
3. Ownership of media definitely determines the teofy as Michael
Parenti puts it: the “corporate news media faitlgfuéflect the dominant
class ideology” (Parenti, internet source). Dissesrthat challenge these
ideologies were not published in the so-called sta@am media in the
past. They were deemed of “no interest to the plibWith no owner, the
internet represents a full spectrum of ideologas] open censorship is
difficult to implement in the U.S. because of th&stF Amendment
considerations and because no one may claim thatemb must offer

8 According to Posner's (somewhat arbitrary) stasist99 of the dead intellectuals
were academics, as opposed to 79 non-academiceudovamong the living, this

proportion is much different: 255 academics as spgoto 113 non-academics
(216).
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“what readers/listeners/viewers, want to read/lseaf/ which is a typical
argument to implement corporate-owned media cehgors

However, a frequently raised criticism of the mit is that it
fragments and polarizes communities rather thall®wionsensus. But as
Corie Lok astutely points out: “weren’'t communitiakeady polarized
before the Internet came along?” Furthermore, atogrto the Pew
Internet and American Life project, only one foudhinternet users seek
information on-line that supports what they alredmdjieve. This means
that three quarters of users encounter (or evek sa§ ideologically
diverse information that may cause changes in theiking. But the most
important reason to disregard criticism about thternet as a polarizing
medium comes from Said’s definition of the publiteilectual, who is
“neither a pacifier nor a consensus builder but esome whose whole
being is staked on a critical sense, a sense ofghanwilling to accept
easy formulas, or ready-made clichés, or the smoather so
accommodating confirmations of what the powerfutonventional have
to say...” Representatior23). Said contextualizes this definition not in
political or even social terms, but as a mattemethod.

Thetask

Daniel L. Zins points out why it is paramount fmtellectuals to
intervene in public discourse, identifying six aeaf dire global
emergency: genocide, militarism, climate changendm rights violations,
structural/economic/ecological violence, and enosaf basic liberties.
Indeed, the more we venture to define the taskhefpublic intellectual,
the more we must evoke the Lévinasian concepthi€€techoed in our
titte, namely, responsibility conceived as the iapito respond to the
human Other resulting, in our case, in the conaaatf ethics and politics.
The public intellectual generates discourse, in Ebecauldian sense, to
enable the analysis of large bodies of knowledger eonscious of the
vicious cycle of the interconnection of power andcdurse. The
intellectual aims “to break down the stereotyped eeductive categories
that are so limiting to human thought and commuiocd (Said,
Representationgi).That is why public media shuns intellectualonare
“disturbers of the status quo” (x). As Raymond WV&iths suggests,
unfavorable references to “intellectuals, intelledism and intelligentsia”
are dominant and “it is clear that such uses p&idig0).

" Lévinas conceives ethics as the interruption & ®momplacency when faced
with the Other, le visage de l'autre
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The centerpiece of Posner’'s bodkublic Intellectuals, a Study of
Decline,is a listing of 546 “top intellectuals” based & tmention of their
name in the media (194-214). Posner considers theials mention of
public intellectuals as an innocent, and above aljective measure or
fame. However, the publishing industry and the mddnction according
to corporate rules whose bottom line is profit. fHfere, inclusion in and
exclusion from the public media (TV, newspapersn@ an objective
matter, nor it is necessarily linked to intelledtumerit. At the top of
Posner’s list (according to his own criteria, iming mentioned in the
media) are Henry Kissinger, Pat Moynihan, Georg#, \\Marry Summers,
William Bennett, and Robert Reich—all politicianpundits and ex-
cabinet members (of course, G. W. Bush is not dedl). They will
certainly not speak truth to power, for they arg péit. However, omitted
from the list are Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, TaretTodorov, Jean
Baudrillard, Juan Cole, Néstor Garcia Canclini| hebks and Stuart Hall,
all academics who do speak up and shape the puotdtid, but are not
often mentioned (or interviewed) in the “mainstréatne. corporate)
media precisely because of their critical thoudl¥e do not consider
“mainstream” media such venues as LinkTV, Democralow, Free
Speech TV, MIND TV and others because of theirafre¢) marginality.
They are not available on cable TV although somiaef appear on PBS
stations and satellite providers. Therefore, inishe interest of someone
like Posner, who supports the status quo, to dmut&ito the myth of the
declining intellectual and propagate mistrust aefichation of thinkers
who profess a different ideology. To (re)turn tddSahe challenge (and
perhaps the appeal) of intellectual expressionusd in dissenting against
the status quo on behalf of underrepresented asablelintaged groups
(xvii). Matthew Abraham'’s article provides an exdam review of Said’s
work on the intellectual. Abraham details how Saiged academics to
move beyond narrow professionalism to engage whithwider culture,
imperialism and resistance politics. We might askether Said is
building his definition on Sartre’s notion of thentellectuel engagé,” or
responding to Lévinas’'s ethical mandate. Here Gecémdlivision of
intellectuals in two groups comes to mind for hegmsed on the one
hand, the *“traditional intelligentsia” such as tears, administrators,
priests, and the like, whose job revolves arourndllactual inquiry and
who (wrongly) see themselves as an elite, a clpast &rom the rest. On
the other are the “organic intellectuals” who artite experiences that the
masses are not able to do by and for themselvesT{83 would place
academics—as professionals—in the first group. iBseems that Sartre,
Said and Chomsky wish to merge these two Grams@tagories so that
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intellectuals would fill both roles, particularliidse in Academe, who are,
indeed, professionals, but at the same time arentbst able to enact the
Saidian directive to speak up in the face of ingestbecause of their
protected labor status (tenure). Even so, such ipubéfiance is
increasingly difficult to carry out within AcademH#.one takes a look at
the 2009 issue ofVorks and Daysledicated to the topic of academic
freedom, it becomes clear that academic discowssbeing seriously
undermined for several reasons:

1. The corporatization of universitieSave the World on Your Own
Time Stanley Fish’s latest bobKlustrates the significance of free speech
by focusing on academic discourse. Fish argues ttiere is but one
proper role for the academic in society: to advalnadies of knowledge
and to equip students for doing the same. “Whechters offer themselves
as moralists, political activists, or agents ofiabchange rather than as
credentialed experts in a particular subject arel mhethods used to
analyze it, they abdicate their true purpose” (dpson of the book on the
Oxford University Press website). In other wordsgulty members are
workers; they are paid to teach their subjectsratdo disseminate “lofty
[leftist?] ideals” about the world, as one commemtgut it in reaction to
Mark Taylor’s article, “End the University as We & It” that appeared
in The New York Time$Vhat is not taken into account by this argumsent i
the fact that in the Humanities—where inquiry rexad around questions
of representation and articulation of discourseis-inot possible to de-
ideologize the argument to objectively presentiatpbecause the point is
precisely the subjectivity of discourse in whicpnesentation is motivated
by a certain world view resulting from one’s expeces, beliefs, and
values. Power is an organic part of the equation truth, morality and
meaning are created through discourse. What is gvreith Fish’'s
argument is that power, in fact, is based on kndgée(episteme) and, in a
circular fashion, it also produces knowledge thiit justify and sustain it
through discourse. Thus it is not possible to “adbeabodies of knowledge
and equip students to do the same” (Fish) witharigmitting the power
structures upon which the meaning of this knowledgeased. As Judith

8 According to Jonathan Culler's piece Tie Profession“Writing to Provoke”
Fish’s motivation for giving these titles, like tlome above andhere is No Such
Thing as Free Speech... and It's A Good Thing T®bone other than to provoke
intellectual discussion pioneering a different, @lokind of role for the public
intellectual, in addition to the two that Cullerfides: “someone who mediates
between the academy and the general public” and ‘wperates outside of the
academy and pronounces judiciously on a range ldfqissues” (84).
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Butler notes, “the distinction"—suggested by Fistbetiveen the
academic and the political is itself a politicaflggment” (89). Thus, Butler
argues, Fish's point is to advocate not a poliycddare classroom
discourse, but perhaps to advocate one type ofiqgadlijudgment. This
presumption is supported by Fish’s own statemehtarhi urging the
restriction on what is done with the content whernsibrought to the
classroom” (Fish, “Professor..."”).

2. The decreasing public support for public insiitus of higher
education and the dwindling publiand institutional support for research
projects in the Humanities and Social Scierl€es.

3. Financial support by conservative groups tangetispecific
academic programs and areas in a desire to “tale’ lmiversities from
the “grip of the left”.The Chronicle of Higher Educatiomported that in
2007, $40 million was spent in the U.S. in such anner. One such
example is the James Madison Program in Americaal$¢dand Institutions
founded in 2000 at Princeton University (Blumentb@).

E-intellectual discourse

It is crucial to return to the question of accassacademic discourse is
becoming indirectly, but increasingly influenced &yrporate donors not
only in the Sciences but also in the Humanities &uttial Sciences.
Nevertheless, as more people, including intelldsiuaave access to the
internet and rely on it for obtaining informatiathe easier it becomes to
have the ‘public ear’ although it must be notedt ttee abundance of
material posted on the internet diffuses this pidént is not unusual for
a simple search to turn up as many as 2 millios. Hitow large an
audience can one voice reach in such a junglefofriration? The speed
with which users can jump from one topic to anotéied the quantity of
hyperlinked pages that may be looked up in a gheniod of time enable
users to gather an enormous amount of informatampared to earlier
methods of research (in libraries, from printed eriat). A concern

® Funding for institutions that support the Humagsti such as the National
Endowment for Humanities has been steadily deargasn 2011 NEH will have
to cut $ 7.2 million, after cuts by 18.4 million dari3.9 million respectively in
2008 and 2009 (NHA).

9 We do not wish to address the issue of scienamsit fis a rather intricate
guestion and does not fit within the limits of thisting. It involves such complex
issues as the relationship of sciences with Acaalemnd the corporate world, and
the arbitrary divisions of sciences, humanities aadal sciences, just to name a
few.
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frequently raised deals with the quality and rdligbof the information
acquired on the internet. Because of its rhizomstiiacture and lack of
hierarchical controls, the internet is differerdrfr libraries where sources
have been previously vetted and evaluated befogepthblic is given
access.

In addition to the internet, new forms of electoomedia appear
regularly that provide a powerful dialogic spacel ahange the nature of
discourse. Here are a few examples:

1. Hypertext is a fairly new form of electronic timg that attempts to
take advantage of the digital media and gives #aaler the freedom of
navigating through a large number of sources incatgime.

2. Zine, or e-zine is a type of electronic magaziblished on the
internet concerned with a specific subject and @oirig contributions in
several discursive forms (poetry, essays, revievitigism, and narrative).
Many e-zines are refereed. (Kairos, TechKnowLogia,)

3. Blogs, ranging from personal diaries to colleetiknowledge
displays, often an eclectic array, but occasiondkylicated to specific
subjects.

4. Wiki, a website for creating bodies of knowleddeollective
authorship and (relatively) open editing is the anagharacteristic of
wikis, many of which are open source (Wikipedia).

In the last article, Anne Melfi ties together thesessment of past-
century public intellectuals, such as Benjamin klian whose work—
despite the distance in time—provides lessonshierinternet age. Online
discourse, like the pamphlet in Franklin’s day, kasouraged grassroots
engagement and a democratic broadening of accesthetopublic
discursive arena. Melfi draws lessons from Frarklipractices and
makes tentative recommendations for today’s intali@s. These practices
include finding access to the public ear, advocatiree and open
discourse, inventing a forum, using wit and charrhew possible,
developing a trustworthy persona, relying on plédtk, calling on a
network of friends, committing to public service dareducating the
populace.

The changes in the media used for the transmissidnacquisition of
information affect not only intellectual academimda non-academic
discourse, but also the entire literary realm. Muddia is included in
some of the electronic narrative production avédaimow on the internet.
For example, a new epistolary e-genre has emetlyedemail novel, such
asIntimaciesby Eric Brown that he calls a digital epistolaigvel (DEN),
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modeled after and based on thé"®ntury epistolary novePamelaby
Samuel Richardson. “The problem with e-books hasyd been that they
use traditional text and layout,” Brown said in iaterview with Adam
Baer. With Intimacies the multimedia interface had to be developed
before the narrative could unfold. With such depelents it is not
surprising that U.S e-books sales rose in 200938y21% compared with
2008 (E-book News), and it seems clear that edlitee and the
prevalence of on-line information will continue goow in the future. And
while the large-scale social and cultural chandges are bound to occur
with the spread of digital culture cannot be foeggewe believe digital
media offer countless opportunities for public il@etuals to insert their
voices more forcefully into the public discursivesa.

The structure of the volume

The book is dedicated to Howard Zinn, who passeayson January
27", 2010, for he was, indeed, a public intellectuaht mattered” as
Henry Giroux put it in the preface. Zinn embodiestibthe intellectual
and the moral qualities that are customary and ssacg “traits of the
trade” coupled with a (com)passion that made himmorable and unique.

Falling into three chapters the eleven articled domprise the volume
aim at offering definitions of the public intelleetl, while scrutinizing the
complex relationship between knowledge and poweminnterdisciplinary
context.

In Chapter I: Truth to Power, the possibilitiestloé reconceptualization
of political discourse are examined. The contritmgi are informed by
concepts from cultural and media studies that aédi representation,
subjectivity and the manipulability of public disggse. This comprehensive
approach enables a deeper understanding of tharibédtand discursive
processes of the political sphere. Some of theclestiincluded here
provide references to the efforts of past U.S. aistrations to silence
public intellectuals and to discredit academic paogs, such as area
studies, namely Latin American Studies and MiddésstErn Studies, the
two most targeted on ideological bases.

Chapter 1I: In and Out of Academe, echoes theitspir Gayatri
Chakravorty Spivak'©utside in the Teaching Machiie addressing the
academic context of intellectual activity. The @ds demonstrate that
inclusions in and exclusions from the realm of powaee discursive and
deliberate, and that Academe proves to be no ercef this dynamic,
especially since corporate models of management Hzen widely
adopted.
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Chapter Ill: Models of Engagement, offers severabdels of
intellectual engagement and political/cultural mention. Using critical
frameworks such as Réda Bensmaia’s “experimentansd and others,
authors provide re-articulations of intellectuatitagge within the different
schemes of imperial expansion. However, contritaugdso defy binarisms
and other essentialist approaches as they move &omtiny of the
oppressor/oppressed dynamic to a more nuanced thedv includes
cultural hybridity and métissage. Globalization\pdes the context for an
analysis of the representation of national idesgitind imageries in which
the modernist idea of a nation is deconstructedrandnceived as a site
where moral responsibility of citizens is required expressed. Among
the volume’s essays articulating the way infludntigellectuals from
various eras and nations have interpreted theirliuiples, Ranjan
Ghosh'’s explores the life of Rabindranath Tagor lsis model of cross-
cultural dialogue at Visva Bharati. On the othendaSusan Shin Hee
Park examines a model of an “organic intellect@famsci) in Monique
Truong’s The Book of Saland both Ghosh and Park draw conclusions
about the power dynamics of linguistic imperialism. a comparative
vein, Lisa Bernstein uncovers the struggle betweemplacency and
activism in the work of Nadine Gordimer and ChriatiWolf, which
seemed to have defined their lives. Following Beminss piece there is
another attempt by Lois Wolfe to deal with threenvem writers who were
influential intellectuals of their time, Gabrielaidttal, Victoria Ocampo
and Rosario Castellanos, who succeeded beyondthesrset for women
in the early twentieth century by inventing “imagth communities” to
support and sustain their work. Such “experiengltimacies” could be
used by intellectuals today to maintain their emgagommitment.

By interpreting exemplary texts that expose arntistransformation in
the concept of intellectual production, the arickessess the transition
from an objectivist, historical standpoint to anagmative construct of
cultural relativism. Examples of past and currettitiaes vis-a-vis
intellectuals are thus analyzed from a transnatigmerspective by
focusing on the exchange of ideologies and thetipezc of state-power,
democracy, and anti-democracy, including the re¢emar(s) on terror.”
The wide ranging and nearly totalizing coverage iagd by the
discursive representation of such issues demoestihe undeniable fact
that academic and mediatic discourses are ofterdds with each other.
Furthermore, the economically supported power &ires find
expression, albeit in diverse forms and with peadogstifications, in
public discussion that aim to delineate and linhie tfunction of the
intellectual in a society.
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